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A FULL 


JUSTIFICATION 


Of the DocTRrINEs advanced in 


Mr. BOW M AN's Sermon. 


$JMRIESTS, Presbyters and 

Bip Elders are ſynonimous Terms, 
and it will be no difficult Mat- 
ter to prove from the Teſti. 
mony of all Ages, and from 
the Scriptures, that Biſhops 
and Presbyters are One and the Same in 
Juriſdiction, Office, Dignity, Order and De- 
gree, by Divine Law and Inſtitution; and 
that their Diſparity is a mere haman Ordi- 
nance and Cuſtom. A Biſhop ſignifies pro- 
perly, in the Greek, an Overſeer ; one that 
acts as a Keeper or Watchman over the 
People, as Shepherds watch their Flocks : 
2 in the Hebrew it ſignifies a Viſitor, 
that is to ſay, one A Mea at their 


Own 


(4) 


own Houſes, and does diligently enquire 
and ſearch into their Conditions, and the 
State of their Lives, being ready and willing 
to comfort and help all Men. So Chriſt 
ſays, * Becauſe thou haſt not known the Time 
of thy Viſitation, That which is called Time 
of Viſitation, we call Time of thy Biſho- 
prick, Presbyters or Elders have a double 
Signikcation in Scripture ; and by either of 
theſe Vocables, ſecular Judges or ſuch like 
Head-Officers are ſignified, as we read of 
thoſe who defamed and wrongfully accuſed 
Suſannah. But in the New Teſtament a Preſ- 
byter or Elder ſignifies One, who is placed 
in the Church to guide the People by the 
Word of God, and his bleſſed Doctrine: 
And ſuch Men, whether they are called 
Prieſts, Presbyters or Elders, were in the 
Primitive Church the Same, and uo other 


than Biſhops, 


There are two Arguments, or rather 
bare Allegations, principally inſiſted on for 
the Maintenance of Epiſcopal 9 by 
a Divine Right. The firſt is taken from 
the Angel of the Church of Epheſus, whom 
Biſhop Hall, and ſeveral others, who were 
Sticklers for the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, 
will have to be a Biſhop, ſuperior in Autho- 
Tity and Juriſdition to other Miniſters ; be- 
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* Matth, xiz. 


cauſe 


(5). 
cauſe he writes only in the ſingular Num- 
her to the Angel, not to the Angels of 
that Church, which, they ſay, implies a 
Superiority of one ſpecial Minifter 1n that 
Church, to whom the Epiftle is principally 
directed, over the other Presbyters, not 
once mentioned in that Epiſtle. 


To this it is anſwered : Firſt, that this 
Word Angel is but a metaphorical Title, 
proper only to heavenly Spirits in ſtrictneſs 
of Speech; and in a larger Senſe, as it ſig- 
nifies a * Meſſenger or Servant, it may as 
aptly denote a Miniſter, or Presbyter, as 
well as a Biſhop. The Title therefore of 
itſelf, as it is uſed by St. John, makes no- 
thing for Epiſcopacy, ſince ordinary Preſ- 
byters are in Scripture ſometimes ſtiled 
+ Angels; but Biſhops, diſtin&t from Preſ- 
byters, are not ſo named there. | 


Secondly, Our Biſhops themſelves, if not 
the whole Church of England, with King 
James the Firſt, in the Contents annexed by 
them to the Bible of the laſt Tranſlation, 
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Angelus nomen eſt Offcii, non nat ura, &c. Angelus 
enim Greco vocabulo Latine dicitur nuncius; ft 
quaras nomen natur a, ſpiritus eſt; ſi oftcium An- 
gelus :. ex eo quod mittitur, Angelus. Remegius, 
explan, in Epiſt. ad Hæbreos. c. 1. T1 Cor. xi. 
Io. Rev. i. 20, cap. ii. 1, 8, 12. cap. 111, 1, 7, 14. 


ex- 
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expound the Angels of the Seven Churches 
to be the Miniſters of them; the Contents 
of the ſecond Chapter running thus: What 
is commanded to be written to the Angels, 
that is, to the Miniſters of the Churches of 
Epheſus, Smyrna, Pergamus, Thyatara, &c. 
Had theſe Angels been ſuch as the Cham- 
pions for Epiſcopacy call Biſhops, they 
would have rendered the Contents thus : 
What is written to the Angels, that is, to 
the Biſhops of Epheſus, &c. but fince they 
expound Angels to be Minifters of theſe 
Churches, who in vulgar Appellation are 
diſtin from Biſhops, and (as they hold) 
inferior to them, they muſt either renounce 
our Church*s Expoſition, or their Epiſco- 
pacy. For if the Angels of theſe Churches 
are the moſt eminent Perſons and Rulers in 
them, as they argue; and theſe, as the 
Contents teſtify, are not Biſhops but Mini- 
ſters, it follows infallibly that ordinary Mi- 
niſters and Presbyters are ſaperior to Bi- 
ſhops, not Biſhops to them. And that theſe 
Angels were the Miniſters of theſe Churches, 
1s the expreſs Reſolution of the learned 
Dr. James Pilkington, formerly Biſhop of 
Darham, in his Expoſition upon the Prophet 
Haggai, cap. i ver. 13. London 1562. where 
he writes thus: More worſhiptul Names 
* are given to the preaching Miniſters than 
* to any Sort of Men. This Name Angel is 
given to the Preachers, for the heavenly 
| * Com- 


CT) 
© Comfort that they bring to Man from God, 
* whoſe Meſſengers they be.” 


In the Revelations of St. John, he writes 
to the ſeven Angels, i. e. to the ſeven Mi. 
niſters (not Biſhops) of the ſeven Congre- 
. or Churches, in Aſa. By this 
Biſhop's Reſolution then, and by Pope 
Gregory * the firſt, theſe ſeven Angels are ſe- 
ven preaching Miniſters, not ſeven Non- 
preaching Biſhops. Fox, in his Meditations 
on the Revelations, cap. ii. pag. 27, 28. avers, 
that by the ſeven Angels are meant either 
the ſeven Churches themſelves, or the Mi. 
niſters of the ſeven Churches; which Expo. 
ſition is as ancient as + Aretas, Q Primaſtus, 
and || Ambroſius Anſberus, who in their Com- 
mentaries on the Revelations write thus : 
Septem Stelle Angeli ſunt ſeptem Eccleſiarum. 
Nec putandum eſt quod hoc loco Angeli ſinguli 
ſingulis deputentur homixibus, quod incongrue ab 
aliquibus æſtimatur, ſed potius Angeli Eccleſ. 


* Sepe Sacr. Script. Pradicatores Eccle ſiæ, pro eo quod 
Patris gloriam annuntient, Angelorum nomine de- 
ſignare, ſolere; & hinc eſt, quod Johannes in 
A pocalypſi ſeptem Eccleſiis ſcribens, Angelis Ec- 
cleſiarum loquitur, i. e. prædicatoribus populorum. 
Moralium, lib. 34. in Job, cap. iv. I Lib. 1. 
CAP. i, 11, ix, x. 5 In Apocal. cap. ii. Bibl. Pa- 
trum. Tom, 6. pars t. p. 523. Lib. 2. in 
Apocal. Bibl. Patrum, Tom. 6. pars 1. p. 523. 
Lib. 2. in Apocal. 
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hit intelligendi ſunt Rectores populi, qui ſingulis 
Eccleſiis præſidentes, verbum Vita cunctis an- 
nuntiant. Et Angelo Eccleſiæ Epheſi Scribe; 
Dativo hic caſu Angelo poſuit, non Genitivo: 
ar ſi diceret, Scribe Angelo huic Eccleſiæ, at non 
tam Angelum & Eccleſiam ſeperatim videatur 
dixiſſe, quam quis Angelus exponere volniſſet, 
unam videlicet faciens Angeli Eccleſiæque per- 
ſonam. Quamvis enim Sacramenti diſpenſa- 
tione præponatur, compaginis tamen unitate con- 
nectitur. Nam hanc regulam a principio ſer- 
vans, non ſeptem Angelis, ſed ſeptem Eccleſiis 
ſcripſiſſet: Johannes inquiens, ſeptem Eccleſiis 

ae ſunt in Alia, & Dominus quem vidit, 


Jeribs, inquit in libro que vidiſti, & mitte 
ſeptem Ecileſiis, Poſtea autem Angelis jubet 


ſeribi, ut oſtenderet, unum eſſe, Sed etiam (i 
que ſingulis partiliter Eccleſiis prædicæt, 
wniverſam peneraliter convenire docetur Eccle- 
fiam. Neque enim dicit quid ſpiritus dicat 


Eccleſia, ſed Eccleſiis. Angelum ergo Eccleſian 


fonificans, duas in eo partes oſtendit, dum 


laudat & increpat. In conſequentibus autem 
manifeſtatur non eandem increpare, quam laudat; 


fic ut Dominus in Evangelio * emne prepoſito- 


rum Corpus unum ſerunm dixit beatum &9 
n-quam, quem veniens Dominus ipſe dividet, 
£5 non tantum ſervum, ſed partem, inquit, jus 
cam Hypocritis ponet. | 
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Ludovicus ab Alcazar, a Jeſuit, in his 
Commentary on the Revelations, Anno 16144 
Proem. in C. 2. K. 3. Notatio 1. p. 250, 
25 1. writes, that Andreas, Aretas, Ausbertus, 
Anſelmus, Pereius, Victorinus, yeinius, Am. 
broſius, Haymo and Beda, are of this Opini- 
on, Angelorum & Stellarum homine deſignari 
Eccl:ſias ipſas; and not one antient Com- 
mentator expounds theſe Angels to be 
Biſhops, as ſome Biſhops would make them, 
contrary to all Senſe. Andreas Cæſarienſis, 
Comment. in Johan. Apoc. cap. iii. pag. 8. 
writes, probabile fit per ſeptem Angelos totius 
Univerſi gubernationem, que in detera 
Chriſti, ſicut omnes quoque Terre fines; ſita © 
eſt, hoc loco ſignificari, Since then by An- 

els, either the Miniſters of the Church of 
Epheſus are meant, or the whole Church its 
ſelf, or Chriſt's Government over the 
whole Univerſe, as theſe Authors affirm, 
this Text makes nothing at all tot Epiſcopal 
Hierarchy, „ 


Thirdly, It is obſervable that St. John 
does not once uſe the Name or Word 
Biſhop either in his Goſpel, his Epiſtle, or 
his Book of the Revelations; but he fre- 
quently uſes the Name of Elder, and Preſ- 
Hyter, both in his Epiſtle and in the Reve- 
lations, Is it not then more reaſonable 
that St. John by this Word Angels, ſhould 
rather mean the Elders or Presbytets of 

B thoſe 
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(10) 
thoſe Churches, (a Title which he gives 
himſelf, John ii. 1, 7 4. and which Title 
and Office he ſo fr quently mentions in 
th and th Chapter of the Reve- 
lations) Jan the Biſhops of thoſe Churches 


. 


ſuperior to Presbyters, whoſe Office (for 


ought appears) he neyer knew, and whoſe 


Title he never uſes in his Writings, 


Fourthly, It is remarkable that St. John 
places the Twenty four Elders ſitting on 
ſo many Seats, next unto the Throne of 
God himſelf ; and the Angels ſtanding far- 
ther off from the Throne without the El- 


ders. If then by the Elders, (as is generally 


2 are meant the Miniſters or Presby- 
ters of the Church, and by Angels are meant 
Biſhops, (as the Men for Divine Right of 
Epiſcopacy contend) then the Presbyters 
muſt needs be more honourable by Divine 
Inſtitution than the Ribs , becauſe the 
f Chriſt, and fit 
on * Seats, while the Angels + ſtand about 


about them. Add to this, that theſe Elders 


are {till introduced by St. Joh» $ worſhip- 
ping and adoring God and Chriſt, and gi- 
ving Thanks, Honour, Praiſe and Glory 


unto: them; that They only are ſaid to have 
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* Rev. iv, 4, 11, 16. Z Rev. vii. 11. 
§ Rev. vi. 10, 11. Cap. v. 8, 9. Cap. xi, 
16, 17, 18. | 


Crowns 
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(11) | 
Crowns of * Glory on their Heads, [the 
Enſigns of Sovereignty and Supetiority] and 
7 Harps of golden Vials in their Hands, fill 
of Odours, which are the Prayers of Saints; 
that they ſing the New Song, and amo 
other Pallages. praiſe Chriſt for this in £4 
eſpecial manner, Rev. v. to. aud haſt made 
us unto our God Rings and Prieſts, and 
we ſhall reign on he Earth. Presbjteys 
therefore are doubtleſs the chief and prin- 
22 Miniſters and Prieſts in the Church 
of Chriſt, by Divine Iuſlitution; and >. 


thus made Kjngs and Prieſts, and adorng! 
with Crowns, to the End they may reig 
g the Earth, what other Order Eccle 
jaſtical can be ſuperior to them? Beſides, 
theſe Eldors informed St. youu himſelf, and 
inſtructed him in the Things he doubred 
gl; Rev. v. 4, 5. — Vii. 13, 14, 15, 18, 
Therefore theſe Elders muft certainly be 
the better and moſt eminently - knowing 
Men, and conſequently fuperior to Ae 


5. 


Fifthly, Tho? the Angel is here put in the 
ſingular Number, yet the Eldersare mentioned 
in the plural; and as for the Church of Epheſus 
in thole Days, it is moſt certain by Acts xx. 
17,28. and by 1 Tim. v. 17. that there were 
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„ 
divers Elders of equal Authority in ruling 
it, whom the Hly Ghoſt not only calls, 
but made Biſbops and Overſeers of that 
Church, both to rule and feed it. To 
make therefore one only Biſhop or Super- 
intendant in this Church ſuperior to all the 
reſt, and he only graced by the. Name of an 
Angel, is a crazy Conceit, contrary to ap- 
paient Texts. * 


x Sixthly, This Angel is not faid to have 
any Juriſdiction or Superiority over other 


Miniſters or Presbyters in the Church of 


Epheſus, nor to be the ſupreme or general 
Super-intendant of that Church; neither is 
there any thing ſpoken of him with refe- 
rence to any other Miniſter of Epheſas ; 
What then can this poor Title make for 
Epiſcopal Priority and Juriſdiction ? The 
Spirit writes to the Angel of the Church of 
Epheſus: To conclude therefore that this 
Angel was a Biſhop and Superior to all other 
Mini ſters, would be a ſtrange Conſequence; 
and yet this is all the Text affords for 


Epiſcopacy. 


Seventhly, Biſhop Hal, and others who 
contend for Epiſcopacy, grant there were 
divers particular Churches and Congrega- 
tions in and about Epheſas ; every one of 
which had its ſeyeral Miniſter or Presbyter 
to inſtru& them, otherwiſe they could not 


prove Epiſcopacy gr Dioceſan Super- inten- 


dency 


(13) 

dency from one particular - Congregation: 
This being granted, let them ſeriouſly ſay, 
whether this Agel (which they will not 
have taken collectively) and plarally for the 
whole Prestytery and Miniſtry of that Church, 
as many antient and modern Commenta- 
tors expound it, but individually for one 
particular Perſon) ſhould not rather be one 
particular Paſtor of one of the Churches of 
Epheſus only, who had loſt his firſt Love, 
and therefore was worthily reprehended, 
than a. Dioceſan Biſhop or Archbiſhop of 
the Church, to whoſe Juriſdiction al other 
Biſhops and Presbyters of that National 
Church were ſubordinate, for which there is 
no ground in Scripture. |  - 


Eighthly, Our * Biſhops plead hard that 
Timothy was ordained the ＋. Biſhop of E- 
pheſus, and died Biſhop of that See; if we 

admit this (though I think untrue) then it 

is clear that the Angel of Epheſus, who loſt 

his firſt Love, was famous and zealous ; T;. 

mothy not being dead when this Epiſtle was 

. written, as || Pereius, ꝙ Alcaxar (both Jeſuits) 

with. Lyra, Ribera, and ** /. Halloix, with 

others, confeſs. And who dare be fo pre- 
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X Hall, Downham, G&W. . I Apoc. c. ii. 
Diſp. 2. §. Com. in Apoc. c. ii. 3. Notatio 1. 
P. 251. where be cites Lyra and Ribera, to this 
Efed, Not. inVit, Polycarp. c. 7. 


ſumptuous 
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V. 2, 3. James v. 14: Acts xiv. 23. 1 2 
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ſumptuous as to think that Timorly, a Man 
ſo eminent, famous and zealous, and ſo much 


#bſtatt, a Barkſiidey, and loſe his firſt Love? 


They muſt therefore deny Timothy, or this 


Ante to be the firſt Biſhop of this Chureh. 
Laſtly, et us grant this Angel to have been 


a Biſhop, yet he was only ſuch a Biſhop, as 


was all one and the ſame with Presbyters, and 


dl which there were many in the fame Church, 
(not dhe over many Churches) according to 


the Holy Chöſt and the Apoſtles own Inſti- 


tetion, as appears from Acts xx. 17, 28. 


Phil. i. 1. Titus i. 5, J. compared with 1 Pet. 


m. v. 
17. all which make nothing for, but direct- 


ly agkinſt 1h Epiſcopacy, which the Bifliops 


ehat at the belt this Angel was an Abaſtote, 
hs had Fallen from or loſt his firſt Love; 
ahd then there will be but little Credit for 
Biſhops to foutd their Hierarchy upon an A. 


tus were Biſhops, ſuch as WE NOW have, the 


one of Epheſus and the other of Crete : This 
* Biſhop White and others endeavour to 


2 .* 
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* Preface to bis Treatiſe of the Sabbath. 


. 


prove, 


applauded in Scriprure, would prove an. A. 


Huli, Donunbuam, White, &c. bontend for. $0 


The ſreend Alleſation for the Divine 
Right of Epiſeopacy is, that Timothy and Li 


Y 

s 4 
* tz, 
% 

Y 

1 

* 
- 


9 


- Tome Biſhops would «create him the Apoftate 
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ove, efpecially by the Poſtſcript to the ſe- 
2 Epiſtle to Jimotiy. The fuss Epiſtle 
« zo Timotheus, ordained the firſt Biſhop of the 
Church of the Epheſians, wes written from 
Rome, when Paul was brought before Nero 
* the ſecond time.” And by the Poſſcripe to 
the Epiſtle to Titus, It was written to 
* Titus, ordained the firſt Biſhop of the Crg- 
* tans, from Nicopolis of Macedonia: v 
Which Poſtfcripts, they ſay, were very an- 
tient, but yet they do not affirm them to 
be Canonical and irrefragable. 1 


1 fhall not emer into a large Diſcourſe to 


prove Tiwothy not a Bifhap, ur not the fl 


or ſole (or any Biſhop at all) of Ephe/gs ; 


a (who, 28 ſome ſay, preached the Goſpel in 


our Hand of Britain at the lame Time that 


Angel, reſiding in the Church of Ephe/#s, to 
— Chriſt E. rote an Epiſtle 9 25 John, 
Rev. i. 1, 2.) or to diſprove Titus to be 
Biſhop or rather Archbiſpqp of Crete, which 
had roo Cities in Homer's Days, and no leſs 
than four Archbiſhops, and twenty one 
y former Times: And if there were 
no other Arguments, yet the two following 


were ſufficient. 


Firſt, That though St. Paul in bis Epiſtles 
mentions Timothy and Titas more frequently 
chan any other Perſons, yet we never = 


(16) 
that he once ſtiles them Biſbops, no not in 
the Epiſtles to them. 


Secondly, That St. Paul never writes in 
the Style of modern Biſhops ; but he writes 
thus: To Timothy my own Son, or dearly be- 
loved Son in the Faith, To Titus, my Son af- 
ter the Communion of the Faith, Theſe are 
ſufficient to ſatisfy any indifferent Man, that 
neither of them was a Biſhop or Archbiſhop 
of thoſe Places. The only thing I ſhall here 
inſiſt on, ſhall be to rake away the Grounds 
of this falſe Accuſation, z. e. the pretended 
Authority and Antiquity of theſe two Poſt- 
foripes with which the World has been much 
abuſed. 


1. For their Authority, it is confeſſed by 
all, that they are no Part of the Text, or 
Canonical Scripture, 


2. That they are not of infallible Truth, 
bur directly falſe, as Baronius, the Rhemiſts, 
Beza, Perkins, and others have proved. 


2.- That they were not added to the Epiſ- 
tles by St. Paul himſelf, when he wrote the 
Epiſtles, but by ſome Third Perſon ſince, as 
the whole Frame of the Words, running on- 
ly in the Third Perſon, import. 


As for their Authority, the ſole Queſtion 
will be, when and by whom they voy w 


| (17) 
added? To clear this Doubt, I ſhall have 
re:ourſe to the Poſtſcript of the firſt E- 
piſtle to Timothy, which runs thus: * The 
* firſt to Timothy was written from Laodicea, 
* which is the chief City of Phrygia Paca- 
* tiana :” This Poſtſcript of the firſt Epiſtle, 
no doubt, was written either before or at 
the ſame time when the Poſtſcript was 
penn'd; and that muſt needs be before 
Phrygia was ſtiled Pacatiana, ſince it is thus 
named in this Poſtſcript. Now we can- 
not find Phr;zgia thus ſtiled in any Au- 
thors, till about 340 Years after Chriſt, in 
the Reign of Conſtantine the Great, at 
which time it began to be called Paca- 
tiana, from Pacatianus, as ſome conjecture, 


who, (as the Code of Theodoſius, * Cambden 


and + Speed affirm) was Vicegerent of 
Brit uin 330 Years after Chriſt, Who it 
was that firſt annexed theſe Poſtſcripts to 
St. Paul's Epiſtles only, (for the other 
Apoſtles Epiſtles have none) will be the 
_ greateſt Queſtion. To reſoive this, it ſeems. - 
very clear that Theodoret was the Man, 
who flouriſhed about the Year of our Lord 
430. For we find theſe Poſtſeripts added 
to his Commentary upon St. Paul's Epiſtles, 
and in no other Commentator before, or 
any after him, until Oecumenius || his Ape 


— il * 


5 Camb. Brit. p. 75. F Speed, . 34: 
|| Operum Tom. 2, Pariſiis, 1608. p. 644, 646. 
C and 


— —_ 
RE R_—_ — — 


—_—— ES. 


— 
n 
Pe os Ä ²˙ ö K ww SET. „„ 
* 0 
* „ 
* 


N S "I IR 
7 — — K— 


— 
—— 
* ” 
—ů b * - 
2 


5 - 2 * — 2 © 4 4 — 
mn, > h l 2 my” Ps - "Iz * rn . 
IJ A „ 2 — — 4 - - ow -— _— w 
" > - 2 — et en - W * 4 * 
9 _ = ” > * . — * ” \ . >» * * 72 
a p _ * M0. > _ 
* = — * 
—. — — E * Row aw _ . — 1 — 2 4 
- - 4 <E - - - 
er ee aKK³ʃ—ꝗ(—⸗¶ꝗ‚(ƷVT—ꝗƷœƷO‚öÜöꝗVꝗ＋ꝗðꝗVꝓZYðʒðõVꝰ⁊ꝝ⁊̊̈-ÿ̈z iq rͤn ;; «„ * 2 ea — 5 — 5 < © "4 N 
* 
* : 


* 


— . * 
— IEEE 
Ca. _ 


Met 


. ( I 8 Y 
and Tranſcriber, who lived about the Lear 
1050. | | , 


Theodoret then being the firſt, in whom 
Poſtſcripts are extant, and Oecamenius, his 
Follower, the next, it 1s very probable 
that he was the firſt Author of them. 
That which puts it out of doubt is this, 
that Theodoret, in his Preface to his Com- 
mentary on St. Paul's Epiſtles, is the firſt 
who does modeſtly undertake (with /crip- 
tum eſſe exiſtimo) to ſhew both the Time 
when, and the Place from whence St. Paul 
writ his ſeveral Epiſtles: Which Preface 
fully agrees with the Poſtſcripts placed, 
not after the Text itſelf, but after the 
End of the Commentaries on every Epiſtle. 


- Since then this Preface and the Poſticripts 


both agree, and ſeeing there are not any 
Poſtſcripts in any antient Latin Authors, 
or Copies of the New Teſtament, nor in 
any Greek ones, but thoſe who followed 
Theodoret, and not any Poſtſcripts added 
to any but St. Paul's Epiſtles, on which 
he commented, not to St. Peter's or Sr. 


John's, which he interpreted not, I pre- 
ſume we may fafely conclude that Theo- 


doret was the original Author of theſe Poſt- 
ſcripts ; but then let us take Notice of theſe 
material Obſervations. - 


Firſt, That the Poſtſcripts were added to 
St. Paul's Epiſtles at leaſt 430 Years after 
Chriſt and nor before. 


Secondly, 


(19) 


Secondly, That they are extant only in 
Theodoret, and not found in any Commen- 
tator, or antient Copy of the New Teſta- 


ment ſucceeding him, till Oecamenius his 


Time, Anno 1050. 


That theſe Poſtſcripts both in him and 
in Oecumenius, are placed not immediately 
after the original Text, as now they are 
in our Bibles, and late Commentators, but 
| after the End of their Commentaries, as a 


part thereof, and no part or appurtenance of 


the Text itielf. 


That theſe Clauſes [ordained the firſt 
Biſhop of the Epheſians, and ordained the 
firſt Biſhop of the Cretans] on which the 


Divine Right of the Epiſcopacy of Timothy 


and Titus is founded, are not in Theodoret's 
Poſtſcripts to the Epiſtle of Timothy and 
Titus, which run only thus: The ſecond to 
Timothy * was written from Rome when 
Paul was brought before Nero the Roman 
Emperor. The Epiſtle to Titus was writ- 


ten 'from a in Macedonia. His 


Poſtſcripts therefore will no ways afhſt, 


* * 


W > A. 
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* Scriptaeft Romz, quando Paulus ad Neronem 
addudus eft Romanorum Caſurem. Epiſtola ad 
Titum Cretenſis Eccleſia ſcripta eff Nicopoliopido 
Macedoniz, | | | 


TY but 
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diately after the Text as a part or appen- 


8 
but rather confound their Cauſe, ſince we 


may well argue that as neither St. Paul 
in his Epiſtles, nor Theodoret in his Poſt- 


ſcripts, term Timothy or Titus Bithops of 


Epheſus or Crete, therefore they were not 
Biſhops of thoſe Places, unleſs better Froof 


than thoſe Epiſtles and Poſtſcripts can be 


produced to make it evident, The rare 
Manuſcript Parchment Copy of the Greek 
Bible, ſent to King Charles the Firſt by 
Cyrillas, Patriarch of Conſtantinople, ſuppo- 
ſed by the learned to be as old as 1ecla, 
but undoubtedly one of the antienteſt 
Copies this Day. extant, his no other 
Poſtſcript in the Greek to the firſt Epiſtle 
to Timothy than this: The firſt Epiſtle to 
Timothy was written from Laodicea; no 
other to the ſecond to Timothy but this: 
The ſecond Epiſtle was written from Lao- 
dicea, not from Rome ; no other Poſtſcript 
to Titus, but the Epiſtle to Tiras was 
written from Nicepolis, all written in Ca- 
pitals, wi:h which the Hriac Copies agree. 
The firſt Man in whom we. find theſe ad- 
ditional Clauſes [0rdained firſt Biſhop of the 


Epheſians, and ordained firſt Biſhop of the 


Cretans] is Oecumenius, who did not flou- 
riſh till the Year 1050, being a Patcher 
together ot ocher Mens Commentaries, and 


not the moſt orthodox Writer. And it is 


obſervable, that he places theſe Poſtſcripts 
atter. his. Commentaries, and not imme- 


dant 


(21) 


dant thereof; and he firſt cites his own 
. Additions to theſe Poſtſcripts after his 
Commentaries in one diſtant Line, and 
then places Theodoret's Poſticript in another 
different Lime, a good diſtance under it in 
this manner: n IE 


-_ Td ſecond Epi file to Timothy, the firſt 
ele# Biſhop of the Epheſian Church, was 
written from Rome. "HY 8 


The Epiſtle to Titus, the firſt elect Biſbop 
of the Cretan Church, was written from Nico- 
polis in Macedonia. | | 


= © From O-camenias, till about 450 Years, 
thoſe additional Clauſes are not extanc in 
.any Commentaries or Tranſlations of the 
' - Epiſtles into any other Language, and but 
| in few Greek Copies, and thoſe taken out 
of Oæcumeni us ; therefore no doubt but he - 
was the firſt Author of them, and conſe. 
ay they are not of great Antiquity or 
redit. £ TORE Bl | 


No that it may more farther appear 
what ſandy Foundations . thoſe Poſtſcripts 
are to build the weighty Hierarchy upon, 
I ſhall mention ſome Particulars touching 
_ theſe Poſtſcripts, which have been collected 
from the moſt diligent Search and Qbſer- 

_— WS | . 


Firſt, 


(22) 


Firſt, Athanaſius, Ambroſe, Jerome, Sedu- 
lius, Chryſoſtom, Primaſius, Remeg ius, Beaa, 
Nicholaus de Lyra, Ghorran, Dionyſius, Car- 
thuſianus, John Salesbury, Anjelme and 
Peter Lombard, the antienteſt Commenta- 
tors on the Epiſtles of St. Paul, have no 
Poftſcripts extant in them, either after the 
Text, or after their Commentaries : Nor 
Eraſmus, Melancthon, Zyuinglias, Tanchius, 
Alphonſus, Salmeron, Benedictus, Juſtinianus, 
Ambroſius, Caterinus, Cornelius a Lapide, 
Claudius Eſpencæcus, Antonius S. aynus, Hſtius, 
Hermingius, Johannes Arboreus, Scotto Major, 
nor ſcarce any Commentators of a for- 
mer Age, whether they were Proteſtants or 
Papiſts. | | 


\ Secondly, In the ſeveral Engliſh and 

Latin Manuſcripts, New Teſtaments and 
Bibles, (as in the printed New Teſtament 
ſet forth in Greek and Latin by Fabritias, 
Nimenes, in academia Complutenſi ; in the 
Bible of Iſidore Clarius, Venetiis 1557. in 
all the Latin Vulgar Bibles attributed to 
St. Jerome; in the New Teſtament ſet 
forth by Eraſmus; in the Latin Bible, 
printed at Rome by command of Pope 
Sixtus the Fifth, Anno 1592. in the New 
Teſtament ſet forth by Miles Coverdale in 
Latin and Engliſh, Anno 1526, in Mr. Hu- 
dal's Engliſh Bible, and in the Engliſb 
Tranſlation which Dr. Falke follows in 
8 anſwer 


(23) 


anſwer to the Rhemiſþ Teftament; in the 


New Teſtament compriſing the Latin 
vulgar Tranſlation of Gaido Fabritius out 
of the Syriac, by Laurentius Bierlinte, 
Antverpie, 1616. and in many antient 
Greek Copies no Poſtſcript is to be 
found. 


Thirdly, In the Latin Bible printed 
and publiſhed at Paris by Robert Stevens, 
1572; and in the Latin Bible of Johannes 
Benedictus, Paris 1558; the Poltſcripts are 
placed in the Margin, as being of no ac- 
_ and unworthy to ſtand under the 


Fourthly, In the Bible, tranſlated into 
Engliſh by Thomas Mathew, 1537. in the 


- Engliſþ Bible put forth by many learned 


Men, printed cum privilegio by Thomas 
Petit and Robert Redman, London, 1540. 


in the Latin and Greek Bibles of Philip 


Melanithon's Edition, Tiguri, 1543. and 
Baſileæ, 1545. in Sebaſtian Caſtalio's Edition 


of the Bible, Baſilea, 1551. in the Tranfla- 


tions of the New Teſtament out of the 
Syriac both by Guido Fabritius and Ema- 
nuel. Tremelius; in the Dutch Bible pub- 
liſhed by David Malderus, Hamburgis, 1 5 96. 
in the French Bible, publiſhed by the Doc- 


tors of Louvaine, a Paris, 1616. in the 


Engl-ſh Bible appointed to be read in 


Churches, printed at London, 1568. and in 


many 


Timothy and that of Titus. 


N 


many other Bibles and New Teſtaments, 


theſe Clauſes [ordained the - firſt Biſhop of 


the Epheſians, and ordained the firſt Biſhop 
of the Church of the Cretans] are not to 
be found in the Poſtſcripts to the Epiſtle to 


Fifthly, Beza ſpeaks thus concerning the 
Poſtſcripts; non exta't in quibuſdam ve- 
tuſtis codicibus, & ſane ſuppoſita eſſe puto. 


And Gulielmus Eſtius, a tamous Roman 
Doctor. in his Commentary on 2 Tim. i. 4. 


writes thus of the Poſtſcript to it: Craca 


ſubſcriptio poſt finem Epiſtola ſic habet; ſcripts 


* 


e Roma ad Timotheum ſecunda, cam Paulus 


iterum ſiſteretur Cæſari Neroni ; (where he 


takes no notice of this Addition, Epheſiorum 
Eccleſia primum Epiſcopum) and then paſſes 
this Verdict upon it; ſed hujuſmod; Grace 


ſubſcriptiones, ut incerti ſunt Autoris, ita non 


magna Authoritatis, Thomas de Via Cajetanas, 
Andreas Hyperins, Eſtius, and others deny 
the Poſtſcript to Titus; and the * Century 


Writers a ffirm that the Poſtſer ipt to Ii. 


mothy is a meer Falſhood. 


All which conſidered, it is a Matter of 
no ſmall ſurprize, that Biſhop Downham, 
Hall, White, and others {ſhould inſiſt fo 
much upon ſpurious Poſtſcripts, and draw 


————————— 
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* Cent, Mag. 2. Col. pag. 597. 


an 
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an Argument from them to prove Epiſcopacy 


of Divine Inſtitution ; eſpecially, if we 
conſider that the great Bellarmine, and 


other Papiſts, who write moſt eagerly for 


the Hierarchy of Biſhops, are aſhamed to 
produce ſuch falſe and impotent Proof for 
the Diyine Right of Epiſcopacy. 


Antiquity is the next Plea: And firſt 
Metaphraſtes is produced, who writes thus: 
St. Peter continued long in Britain, conſti- 
tuted Churches, and ordained Biſhops 
Presbyters and Deacons, and then returned 
to Rome the 12th Year of Nero Caſar. To 
invalidate the Teſtimony of this Impoſtor, 
I ſhall refer the Reader to Archbiſhop 
2 (who was a zealous Champion for 
Zpiſcopacy) de Brit. Eccleſ. primor. c. i. p. 7. 
beginning with theſe Words: S. quidem 
Sy meoni Metaphraſtæ credimus, &c. next 
to Baronius his Annals. Eccleſ. Tom. 1. 
Anno 44. p. 371. ſicut in aliis muitis ibi 4 
ſe poſitis errare Metaphraſtum certam eſt, 
ita in his hallucinatum eſſe conſtat. Thirdly, 
Francis Godwin, Biſhop of Landaff, in his 
Diſcourſe of the firſt Converſion of this 
Iſland of Britain unto the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion, p. 3, 4, 5, 6. proves plainly that St, 
Peter never was in Britain. 


The next Thing alledged to ſupport 
theic Plea, is taken from the Greek Mar- 
tyrology, and I Synoplis, viz, 


That 
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That Ariſtobulus was ordained Biſhop of 
the Britons by St. Paul, and ſent Biſhop 
into England. But this leems to be of 
the ſame Stamp with the former in Biſhop 
* Goawin's Judgment, who rejects it as 
fabulous, and for a very good Reaſon, 
becauſe none of our Authors or Hiſtories 
do ſo much as once mention his ſo me- 
morable Labour and Martyrdom among 
us. But grant it to be true, yet ſince the 
Word Biſhop 1s here uſed for an ordinary 
Miniſter, or Preacher. of the Goſpel, and 
Ariſtobulas (ſent only to convert our Na- 
tion being Pagans) had no Biſhoprick or 
Dioceſe here, nor any inferior Presbyters 
under him, this Authority wall be of little 
Service to thoſe, who with more Confidence 
than Judgment have objected it in Defence 
of Biſhops, who, by their own, and the 
common Conſent of all our Writers, had 
no being in this Kingdom, till the Reign 


of King Lacins, about the Year of Chriſt 


179. So that from the time of preaching 
the Goſpel in our Iſland + by Jacobus Te- 
bedens, ann. 41. by Simon Z;lotes, ann. 47. 
by Joſeph of Arimathea, ann. 48. by St. Paal, 
ann. 60. by Philip the Apoſtle and his 


* Diſcourſe of the Converſion. of Britain, c. 9, 
P. 8. T Archbiſhop Uſher de Brit. Eccleſ. 
Primor. cap. 1. pag. 1, to 17, and pag. 1072, 


twelve 


(27) 
twelve Aſſociates, ann. 63. till Lacius e- 
rected Biſhops and Biſhopricks, i. e. for 
the Space of 140 Years, the Church of 
Britain had no Biſhops, but Presbyters to 
EE: govern 1t, | 


Now allowing that Biſhops are as antient 
as King Lucius, yet they were far different 
from modern Biſhops: For, firſt, I con- 
ceive it cannot be proved, they had any 
Dioceſe, Pariſhes or Presbyters under them, 
becauſe there was no Diviſion of Pariſhes ; 
made in England till the time of Arch- 
biſhop * Theodoret, who firſt divided the 
Province of Canterbury into Pariſhes about ; 
the'Year of Chriſt 670. Secondly, Biſhops 
in thoſe Days, were not reputed very ne- 
ceſſary, or uſeful in the Church; for after 
the Death of Paulinus the firſt Biſhop of 
Jork (+) that See continued void of a 
Biſhop 30 Years, and after the "Tranſlation 
of Mellitus to Canterbury, ann. 617. that See 
continued Vacant near 4o Years. Beſides 
theſe, I could quote other Biſhopricks 
which have continued void in ſeveral Ages, 
2, 3, 6, 10, 15, 20 and 30 Years together 
without any Prejudice. Thirdly, Biſhops 
were not ſo great in thoſe Primitive Times, 
but that ſome of them were ſubje& to 
Presbyters. For Beda informs us of an 
Iſland in Ireland, which in thoſe Days had 


! - * Spelm. Concil. Tom, I. p. 152, A Godwin's 
Catalogue, P. 435, &c. | 


(28) 
an Abbot Presbyter for its Governour, to whoſe 
«x ;/diftion even Biſhops themſelves were 
ſubject, according to the Example of the firſt 
Teacher thereof, who was no Biſhop but a Preſ- 
byter and Monk. So the Abbot of Glaſten- 
bury, * exempt from all Juriſdiction, had a 
kind of Superiority over the Biſhop of Bath 
and Wells, which Biſhop, by the Charter of 
King Ina, was bound with his Clerks at Wells 
to do Homage to his Mother Church at Gla- 


ſtenbury with a Litany. Ipſam Matrem ſuam 


Glaſtonienſem Eccleſiam feria ſecunda poſt 

ſcenſianem Domini cum Litania recognoſcere, 
Qaod ſi ſuperbia inflatus diſtulerit, &c. It he 
ſhall refuſe to do it out of Pride, then. he 
was to forfeit two Houſes, which the King 
gave him. In the Excerptions of Egbert, 


rchbiſhop of Tork, Anno 750. thoſe Canons 
of the fourth Council of Carthage were revi- 


ved as Eccleſiaſtical Laws, viz. That Biſhops 


and Presbyters ſhould have Hoſpitiolutn, a little 


C wa. near the Church; that the Biſhop in the 


Church, by the conſent of the Presbyters, ſhould 


it ſomewhat above them, but within the Houſe 
[bould kgow bimſelf to be the Companion or Col- 
legue of the Presbyters; that a Biſhop ſhould not 
ordain Clerks without a Council of his Presbyters, 
 Calius Sedulius Scotus, one of the antienteſt 
of our own Writers, who flouriſhed about 
the Year of our Lord 390. determines thus of 
theParity of Biſhops and Presbyters by Divine 
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Hen. Spelm. Concil. Tom. 1. p. 229. 
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Right in his Expoſition on Titus, chap. i. Foe 
a Biſhop muſt be blameleſs, &c. He calls him a 


Biſbop, whom before he named a Presbyter, Before 


Parties were made in Religion by the Devil's 
Inſtinct, and it was ſaid among the People I ans 
of Paul, but I am of Apollo, and 1 am of Ce- 
phas, the Churches were governed with the com- 
mon Council of the Presbyters ; but after that 
every one thought that thoſe whom he baptixed were 
his own, not Chriſt's, it was decreed throughout 
the World, that one choſen out of the Presbyters 
ſhoald be 2 over the reſt, to whom all the Care 


| ſhould appertain, and that the Seeds of Schiſm 


ſhould be taken away. In the Acts of the 
Apoſtles it is written, that when the Apoſtle 
Paul came to Miletur, he ſent to Epheſus, and 
called the Elders of that Church, unto whom 


among other things he ſpoke thus : Take heed 


to yourſelves, and to all the Flock over which 
the Holy Ghoſt hath made you Biſhops, to 
feed the Church of God, which he hath pur- 
chaſed with his own Blood. And here ob- 
ſerve more — how that he calling the 
Elders of but one City, Epheſus, doth after- 
wards ſtile them Biſhops ; theſe things I have 


alledged, that we may know that among the 


Anrients faiſſe Presbyteros quos Epiſcopos, Preſ- 
byters to have been the ſame that Biſhops 


were; but by little and little, that the Seeds 


of Diſſention might be utterly extirpated, 
the whole Cure was transferred to one. And 
on 1 Tim. v. 3. it is demanded (writes he) 
why Paul here makes no mention of Presbyters, 
but only of Biſhops and Deacons ? ſed etiam ipſos 


in 


in Epiſcoporum comprehendit; but truly he alſo 
comprehends them in the Name of Biſhops. 


I might alſo mention the famous Gildas, the 


venerable Beda, Alcuinus and others, but I 
rather paſs to Anſelme, Archbiſhop of Canter- 
bery, and the greateſt Scholar in his Age, who 
about 660 Years fince, in his Enarration on 
the Epiſtle to the Philippians, c. i. ver. 1. re- 
ſolves thus: With the Biſhops, that is, with 
the Presbyters and Deacons; for he hath 
put Biſhops for Elders, after his Cuſtom, For 
there were not many Biſhops in one City, 
* neither could he intermit Presbyters that he 
* might deſcend to Deacons : but he declares 
the Dignity and Excellency of the Presbyters, 
* while he manifeſts the ſame Men who are 
* Presbyters to be Biſhops. But that afterward 
one was elected, who might be preferred 
before the reſt, and this was done to pre- 
vent Schiſm, leſt every one drawing to him- 


© felf the Goſpel of Chriſt, ſhould divide it:? 


Conſtat ergo Apoſtolica Inſtitutione omnes Preſ- 
byteros eſſe Epiſcopss. It is therefore manifeſt 
by Apoltolical Inſtitution, that all Presbyters 
are Biſhops. In his Commentary on the firſt 
Chapter of Titus, he has the very ſame Words 
with Hierome and Szdulins, concluding from 
Acts xx. 17, 28. and Phil. i. 1. Apud veteres 
eoſdem faiſſe Presbyteros quos Epiſcopos. Among 
the Antients Presbyters were the very fame 
that Biſhops were, and that the Churches were 
then governed by a common Council of the 


Presbyters. As therefore Presbyters know was 
E they, 


(31) 
they, by the Cuſtom of the Church, are ſub- 
ject to him who is ſet over them, ſo Biſhops 
muſt know, ſe magis cunſuetu dine, quam Diſpoſiti- 
onis Dominica veritate Presbyteris eſſe majores, 
& in commune debere Eccleſiam regere ; that they 
by Cuſtom rather by Truth of Divine Diſpo- 
ſition are greater than Presbyters, and ought 
to rule the Church in common with them. 
From- which pregnant Authority of an old 
Archbiſhop of Canterbury, we may obſerve: 


1. That by Apoſtolical Inſtitution, Biſhops 
and Presbyters are both one and the ſame, and 
originally continued fo for a Seaſon, 

2. That the Diſparity now between them is 
only by Cuſtom, not by Divine Inſtitution, 
and crept in after the Apoſtles time. 

z. That every Presbyter is truly and pro- 


perly a Paſtor over his own Flock. 


4. That the Church of God was at firſt 
governed by a common Council of Presbyters 
only, and not by Biſhops. £ 

5. That Presbyters ought to govern the 
Church in common with Biſhops, as they did 


in the time of * Ignatius, + Tertullian, Cyprian 


and & Iraneus. | 

6. That Biſhops were firſt elected, created 
and inſtituted by the Presbyters; therefore by 
theirown Maxim, [Ordinans eſt major Ordi nato] 
they are greater than Biſhops, becauſe Preſ- 
byters are of divine, and Biſhops but of human 


5 — 


* Epiſt. 5, 6, Io. F Apologia adv. Gentes c. 39. 
j Adv. Har. I. 43, 44. c. 4. SEpiſt. 6, 18, 28, 34, 44. 


Inſti- 
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Inftitution; and Presbyters as ſuch, by An- 
ſelme's own Reſolution in his Commentary 
on 1 Tim. iv. 14. may of right ordain Elders 
as well as Biſhops. . 


Neither is Anſelme ſingular in his Opinion 


in affirming the Parity and Identity of Pres- 
byters and Biſhops, ſince Athazaſius, Ambroſe, 
Hierom, Chryſoſtom, Theodoret, Primaſius Re- 
megius, Rabanus Maurus, Hyamo, Theophylat 
and Bruno, in their Commentaries on Phil. i. 
1. Acts xx. 17, 28. 1 Tim. iii. Tit. i. 5, 7. and 
on Epheſ. iv. 11, 12. with ſeveral other Fathers, 
were of the ſame Opinion before his time. 


T ſhall conclude with the Opinions and Re- 
ſolutions of the Archbiſhops and Biſhops, 
Parliament, Ec. 


Anno 15 37. Thomas Archbiſhop of Canter- 
bury, Edward Archbiſhop of Tork, John Biſhop 
of London, Cuthbert Biſhop of Durham, Stephen 
Biſhop of Mincheſter, Robert Biſhop of Car- 
liſie, John Biſhop of Exeter, John Biſhop of 
Lincoln, John Biſhop of Bath, Rowland Biſhop 
of Coventry and Litchfield, Thomas Biſhop of 
Eh, Nicholas Biſhop of Salisbury, John Biſhop 
of Bangor, Edward Biſhop of Hereford, Hugh 


Biſhop of Worceſter, Fohn Biſhop of Rocheſter, 


Richard Biſhop of Chiceſter, William Biſhop of 


Norwich, William Biſhop of St. David's, Robert 


Biſhop of St. Aſaph, Robert Biſhop of Landaff ; 
Richard Wolman Archdeacon of Rithmond, John 
Bell Archdeacon of Glocefter, Edmond Bonner 


Arch- 


** * 
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Archdeacop of Leiceſter, William Skip Arcli. 
deacon of Dorſet, Nicholas Heath Archdeacon. 
of Stafford, Cathbert Marſhal Archdeacon of 
Nottingham, Richard Carren Archdeacon of 
Oxford, William Cliſfe, Geofty Domes; Robert 
Oking, Ralph Bradford, Richard Smith, Simon 
Mathew, John Pryn, William Buctmaſter, Mil- 
liam May, Nicholas Wotton, Richard Cox, John 
Edmunds, Thomas Robertſon, John Baker, Thomas 


Barret, John Haſe, John Tyſon, Doctors and 


Profeſſors in Divinity, and of the Civil and 
Canon Law, with the wliole Convocation 
Houſe and Clergy of England, in their Bock 
intituled, The Inſtitation of a Chriſtian Man, 
dedicated by them to K. Henry VIII. printed 
cum privilegio, ſubſcribed with all their Names, 
and ratified by the Statutes of 32 H. 1. c. 26. 
Chap. Of the Sacrament of Order, fol. 48, &c. 
and K. Henry VIII. in his Book inferibed, 4 


neceſſary Erudition for any Chriſtian Man, pub- 


liſhed with the Advice and Approbation of | 
all the Prelates and Clergy of England iti 

their Convocation, and of the Lords Spiritual 
and Temporal, and Houſe of Commons, with 
the King's own Royal Epiſtle to all his loving 
Subjects before it, Anno 1544. by virtue of the 

Statute of 32 H 8. c. 26. Chap. Of the Sacra- 
ment of Order, do all thus jointly derermine of 
the Calling, Juriſdiction, Lordlinefs and Se- 
cular Employments of Biſhops: | | 
Ihe Truth is, that in the New Teſtament” 
* there is no mention made of any Degrees or Di- 

* tinftions in Orders, but only of Deacons and 
5 Miniſters, and of "_ and Biſhops, And - | 

t 
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the two Orders only, that is to ſay, Prieſts 
and Deacons, Scripture maketh expreſs men- 
tion, and how they were conferred of the 
Apoſtles by Prayer and Impoſition of Hands; 


i and to theſe two the Primitive Church did add 


and conjoin certain other inferior and lower 
Degrees. And as concerning the Office and Duty 
of the ſaid Eccleſiaſtical Miniſters, the ſame 
conſiſteth in true preaching and teaching the 
Word of God unto the People, in difpenſing 
and miniſtring the Sacraments of Chriſt, in 
conſecrating and offering the bleſſed Body and 
Blood of Chriſt in the Sacrament of the Altar, 
in looſing and aſſoiling from Sin ſuch Perſons 


as be ſorry and truly penitent for the ſame, 


and excommunicating ſuch as be guilty. in 
manifeſt Crimes, and will not be reformed 
otherwiſe ; and finally, in praying for the 
whole Church of Chriſt, and ſpecially for the 


Flock commitred to them : And altho? the 


Office and Miniſtry of Prieſts and Biſhops ſtand 
chiefly in theſe Things before rehearſed, yet 
neither they, nor any of them, may exerciſe 


and execute any of the ſame Offces but with 


ſuch ſort and ſuch Limitation as the Ordi- 


* nances and Laws of every Chriſtian Realm 


6 
* 
. 


c 


* 
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do permit and ſuffer. It is out of all doubt that 
there is no mention made neither in Scrip- 
ture, nor in the Writings of any authentical 
Doctor or Author of the Church, being within 
the time of the Apoſtles, that Chriſt did ever 


make or inſtitute any Diſtinction or Difference 


between the Apoſtles themſelves, or between 


the Biſhops themſelyes, but that they were all 
: © equal 
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© equal in Power, Authority and Juriſdiction. 
And that as there is now, and ſince the time 
* of the Apoſtles any ſuch diverſity or diffe- 
* rence among the Biſbops, it was deviſed by the 
© antient Fathers of the Primitive Church for 
* the Conſervation of good Order and Unity of 
the Catholick Church, and that either by the 
* Conſent or Authority, or elſe at leaſt by the 
* Permiſſion and Sufferance of the Princes and Ci- 
vil Powers, for the time ruling; for the ſaid 
* Fathers conſidering the great and infinite 
* Multitude of Chriſtian Men, ſo largely en- 
* creaſed thro? the World, and taking Exam- 
* ples of the Old Teſtament, thought it expedi- 
© ent to make an Order of Degrees to be among 
© Biſhops and ſpiritual Governors of the Church, 
and ſo ordained ſome to be Patriarchs, ſome 
. * Metropolitans, ſome Archbiſhops, ſome Bi- 
* ſhops, and to them did limit ſeverally, not 
* only their certain Dioceſs and Provinces 
* wherein they ſhould exerciſe their Power, 
and not exceed the ſame, but alſo certain 
* Bounds and Limits of their Juriſdiction and 
Power, Sc. And leſt peradventure it might be 
* thought to ſome Perſons that ſuch Authori- 
* ties, Powers and Juriſdictions, as Patriarchs, 
* Primates, Archbiſhops and Metropolitans 
* now have or heretofore at any time, have 
had juſtly and lawfully over any other Bi- 
* ſhops, were given them by God 1n holy Scrip- 
ture, we think it expedient and neceſſary 
* that all Men ſhould be advertiſed and taught, 
* that all ſuch lawful Powers and Authority of 
one Biſhop over my were and he given 

E 2 to 


(136 ) 


to them by the Conſent, Ordinance and po- 


* ſitive Laws of Men ozly, and not by any Or- 
* dinance of God in holy Scripture. And all other 
power and Authority which any Biſbop hath 
* uled or exerciſed over another which hath 
not been given him by ſuch Conſent and 
* Ordinance of. Men (as is aforeſaid) is in very 
* Deed no lawful Power, but plain Uſurpation 
* and Tyranny. And therefore whereas the 
* Biſhop of Rowe hath heretofore claimed and 
* uſurped to be Head and Goyernour over all 
* Prieſts and Biſhops of the holy Catholick Church 
* of Chriſt by the Laws of God; it is evident 
that the ſame Power js utterly feigned and 


F untrue. We think it convenient that all Bi- 


© ſbops and Paſtors ſhall inſtruct and teach the 
People committed to their ſpiritual Charge; 
* that Chriff did by expreſs Words prohibit, 
* that none of his Apoſtles, nor any of their 
* Succeſlprs ſhould under pretence of Autho- 
* rity of the Sword, that is to ſay, Authority 
* of Kings, or any civil Power in this World, 
* yea, or any Authority to make Laws or Or- 


* dinances in Cauſes appertaining unto civil 


* Powers : If any Biſbop of what Eſtate or 
* Dignicy ſocver he be, be he Biſhop of Rome, 
* or of any other City, Province or Diocels, 
* do take upon him Authority or Juriſdiction 
in Cauſes of Matters which appertain unto 
* Kings and the Civil Powers and their Courts, 
* and will maintain and think that he may ſo 
do by the Authority of Chriſt and his Goſ- 


© pel, altho' rhe Kings and Princes would not 


permit and ſuffer him ſo to do, no doubt that 


; Biſhop 


— 
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* Biſhop is not worthy to be called a Biſbop, 
but rather a Tyrant and a Uſurper of other 
Mens Rights, contrary to the Laws of God, 
* and is worthy to be reputed more otherwiſe 
than he that goeth about to ſubyert the 
* Kingdom of Chriſt ; for the Kingdom of 
* Chriſt in his Charch is ſpiritual and not a 
* carnal Kingdom of the World, that is to ſay, * 
© the very Kingdom which that Chri by him- 

* ſelf or by Diſciples and Apoſtles ſought: here 
in this World, was to bring all Nations from 
* the carnal Kingdom of the Prince of Dark- 
# neſs unto the light of this ſpiritual Kingdom, 
* and ſo himſelf reign in the Hearts of the 
people by Grace, Faith, Hope and Charity: 
And therefore ſince Chriſt did never ſeek nor 
* exerciſe any worldly Kingdom or Dominion 
in this World, but rather refuſing and flying 
the ſame, did leave the faid worldly Gover- 
* nance of Kingdoms, Realms and Nations to 
* be governed by Princes and Potentates (in 
© like manner as he did find them) and com- 
* manded alſo his Apoſtles and Diſciples to do 
the Semblance, whatever Prieſt or 11 will 
* arrogate or preſume upon him any ſuch Au- 
* thority for his Defence therein ; he doth no- 
* thing elſe but (as in a manner you would ſay) 
* crown Chriſt again with a Crown of Thorns, 
and traduceth and bringeth him forth again 
* with his Mantle of Purple upon his Back, to 
* be mocked and ſcorned of the World, as the 
© Tews did to their own Damnation, e. The 
*'Truth is, that God conſtituted and ordained 
* the Authority of Chriſtian Kings and Princes, 
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to be the moſt high and ſupreme above all 


other Powers and Officers in the World, in 


' the _—_— —— of _ _ 

Oc. but ſpeci incipally to de- 
: 00 the Faith of 2 ah yr Religion, to 
© conſerve and maintain the true Doctrine of 
* Chriſt, and all ſuch as be Preachers and Set- 
ters forth thereof, and to aboliſh Abuſes, 
* Hereſies an. Idolatries, and to puniſh with 
* corporal Pains ſuch as of Malice be the occa- 
* fion of the ſame: And finally to overſee and 
© cauſe that the ſaid B;bops and Prieſts do exe- 
cute their Paſtoral Office truly and faithfully, 
and ſpecially in thoſe Points which by Chri/# 
* and his Apoſtles was given and committed 


© unto them; and in caſe they ſhall be negli- 


* gent in any Part thereof, or would nat dili- 


© gently execute the ſame, or cauſe them to 


* redouble and ſupply their lack; and it they 
* obſtinately withſtand their Princes kind 
* Motion, and will not amend their Faults, 
* then and in ſuch Caſe, to put others in their 
* Rooms and Places. And God hath alſo com- 
* manded the ſaid Biſbops and Prieſts to obey 


with all humbleneſs and reverence both Kings 


and Princes and Governours, and all their 
* Laws, not being contrary to the Laws of 
* God, whatſoever they be, and that not only 
* propter iram but alſo propter conſcientiam; that 
is to ſay, not only for fear of Puniſhment but 
* alſo for diſcharge of Conſcience. Whereby it 
* appeareth well that this pretended Monarchy 
* of the Biſhop of Rome is not founded upon 


the Goſpel, but it is repugnant thereunto. 
And 
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* And therefore it appertaineth unto Chriſtian 


* Kings and Princes for the diſcharge of their 
* Office and Duty toward God, to endeavour 


* themſelves to reform and reduce the fame 


again unto the old limits and priſtine Eſtate 
* of that Power which was given to them by 
* Chrift, and uſed in the Primitive Church. For 
* it is out of doubt, that Chris Faith was 
© moſt firm and pare, and the Seri were 
© then beſt underſtood, and Virtue did then 
© moſt abound and excel; and therefore it 
© muſt needs follow, that the Cuſtoms and Or- 
© dinances then uſed and made, be more con- 
© form and agreeable unto the true DoArine 
of riſt, and more conducing unto the 
* edifying and benefit of the Church of Chrif, 
© than any Cuſtom or Laws uſed and made by 
the Biſbop of Rome, or any other addicted 


- * to that See, and uſurped Power ſince that 


time.“ 

Now from what has been quoted and argued 
in this little Treatiſe, we may draw the fol- 
lowing undeniable Concluſions. 


1. That in the Subſtance, Order or Chara- 


Ser, as ſome term it, there is no difference 


between a Prieſt and a Biſhop. 


2. That the difference is but of Accidents 
and Circumſtances, as degrees of Dignity, 
Juriſdiction, Honour, Sc. 


Tak 


2 Tha in 4 primitive Church this dine 
rence was not known, but they were merely 
all one and the ſame, 


4 That this difference was taken up by 
Cuſtom, Conſent and Ordinance of the Uni- AN 
verſal Church, when it once began to be «1 
54 through. all thc World. | 


„That it was : to avoid Factions 
9245 ” 5 that grew in the time of the Mini- 
ſters equality immediately after al not in] 
the Primi urtye Charel, 
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